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COMMITTEE REPORTS
this as a separate measure. The other changes should be proposed only if
they meet with general acceptance by the Bar.
Respectfully submitted,
CHARLES B. HOWARD, Chairman
HERBERT M. BIERCE P R. GRIEiLER
WENDELL Y. HENNING ERNEST J. MESSNER
ROBERT H. HOOD WORTH K. RtcE
MILTON G. OUIMETTE GERALD T. MULLIN
RUSSELL D. THOmPSON WILBUR H. CiiERRY
REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON INTEGRATION
To THE MINNESOTA STATE BAR ASSOCIATION
Your Committee on Integration begs leave to make the following report.
1. Your Committee makes no recommendations.
2. On December 17, 1943, the Minnesota Supreme Court entered and
filed its decision in the matter of tie Petition for Integration of the Bar of
Minnesota.
3. In that decision the court holds that it has inherent power to integrate
the Bar in the interest of the administration of justice.
4. The court further holds that the exercise of such power is con-
stitutional, and uses the following language:
"We hold further that the exercise of such power would not
in any respect violate the constitutional rights of any lawyer already
admitted to practice. The practice of law is not a property right
guaranteed or protected by either the state or federal constitution.
It is a privilege conferred on the individual by the court to further
the administration of justice. Lawyers will agree that the administra-
tion of justice, the protection of the public, and the safeguarding
of the rights guaranteed by the constitution outweigh the court's
obligation to maintain the privilege accorded the individual lawyer
in admitting him to the practice of law."
5. The court postponed further decision until the end of the present
world conflict, and until the lawyers in military service or defense work
shall have returned to practice under normal conditions.
6. Jurisdiction of the petition is retained for such action as the court
shall determine, either upon its own motion or upon the application of
petitioners.
7 The court indicates the course which the next presentation should
follow, in the following language:
"We feel that the beneficial results above set forth can be at-
tained and the evils avoided only if the order prayed for receives
* the wholehearted support of a decided majority of the memberl of
the bar, and if the articles and by-laws for such integrated bar are
the result of the careful study and deliberation of such members as
well as of this court."
Respectfully submitted,
CHAS. W BRIGGS, Chairman LEWIS E. JONES
0. J. ANDERSON KENNETH KROST
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